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Box No. I Basis of the report 



1 . With regard to the language, this report is based on 

la the international application in the language in which it was filed 

□ a translation of the international application into , which is the language 
of a translation furnished for the purposes of: 

□ international search (under Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(b)) 

□ publication of the international application (under Rule 12.4(a)) 

□ international prelinninary examination (under Rules 55.2(a) and/or 55.3(a)) 

2. With regard to the elements* of the international application, this report is based on (replacement sheets which 
have been furnished to the receiving Office In response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this 
report as "originally filed" and are not annexed to this report): 

Description, Pages 

1 -5, 8-1 6 as originally filed 

6, 7, 7a received on 02.02.2006 with letter of 31 .01 .2006 
Ciaims, Numbers 

1 -31 received on 02.02.2006 with letter of 31 .01 .2006 
Drawings, Sheets 

1/1 as originally filed 

□ a sequence listing and/or any related table(s) - see Supplemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing 

3. □ The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages 

□ the claims, Nos. 

□ the drawings, sheetsyfigs 

□ the sequence listing (specify): 

□ any table(s) related to sequence listing (specify): 

4. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments annexed to this report and listed below 
had not been made, since they have been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the 
Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 

□ the description, pages 

□ the claims, Nos. 

□ the drawings, sheets/figs 

□ the sequence listing (specify): 

□ any table(s) related to sequence listing (specify): 

* If item 4 applies, some or all of these sheets may be marked "superseded. " 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-31 




No: 


Claims 




Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1-31 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-31 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7): 
see separate sheet 
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Re item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1 Reference is made to tlie following docunnent: 



D1 : Cherepov, "Hard Real-Time With RTX on Windows NT" (July 1 999) 

2 Document D1 discloses, using the wording of claim 1 insofar as possible, 

a computing device comprising a sclieduler incorporating an algoritiim for ordering 
tfie running of tlireads of execution liaving different priorities (page 1 07, right-hand 
column, lines 8-19; RTSS scheduler); and 

wherein a ready list is l<ept of tlireads which are scheduled to run on the device, 
ordered by priority {page 107, right-hand column, lines 20-30; ready queue per 
priority); 

the device further comprising at least one locking mechanism for blocking access to a 
resource of the device from all threads except for a thread that holds the locking 
mechanism (page 107, right-hand column, lines 43-49; access to an object is blocked 
for a high priority thread while a low priority thread holds the object); 

and wherein, when a scheduled thread is blocked from running because the resource 
it requires is locked, the thread which holds the lock is caused to run (page 1 07, right- 
hand column, lines 43-49; the effective priority of the low priority thread that holds the 
object is promoted to that of the high priority thread, thereby implicitly causing it to 
run), 

from which the subject-matter of claim 1 differs in that the blocked thread is not 
removed from its place on the ready list. 

This difference merely relates to an implementation detail of the priority inheritance 
scheme. The fact that the blocked thread is not removed from the ready list does not 
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by itself imply any teciinical advantage over what is disclosed in document D1 . Not 
removing a bloci<ed tinread from the ready list, but, for example, flagging it as 
blocked, is therefore regarded as an obvious design possibility for the skilled person. 

Thus the subject-matter of claim 1 does not involve an Inventive step (Article 33(3) 
PCT). 

3 The subject-matter of independent claims 1 7 and 1 8 largely corresponds to the 
subject-matter of claim 1 , which is found to lack inventive step. Thus, for substantially 
the same reasons as above, the subject-matter of claims 17 and 18 is not new either 
(Article 33(3) PCT). 

4 The additional features of dependent claims 2, 4, 19 and 21 are also disclosed by 
document D1 , see page 107, right-hand column, lines 8-30. 

Thus the subject-matter of claims 2, 4, 19 and 21 does not involve an inventive step 
(Article 33(3) PCT). 

5 Dependent claims 3, 5-1 6, 20 and 22-31 specify obvious and well-known features 
that merely define implementation details of the scheduler and locking mechanism, 
not affecting the actual scheduling scheme or achieving any non-obvious technical 
advantages. These features are therefore not considered to contribute to an inventive 
step. 

Thus the subject-matter of claims 3, 5-16, 20 and 22-31 does not involve an inventive 
step (Article 33(3) PCT). 
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